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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This office action is in response to communications filed 12/20/2007. Claim 1 is 
amended. Claims 2-10 are original. Claims 1-10 are pending in this action. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-10 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Safadi 
(US6487721, hereinafter Safadi) in view of Ridderheim et al. (US6986153, hereinafter 
Ridderheim). 
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Regarding claim 1, Safadi discloses a system for inserting commands into a digital 
programming signal (see Fig. 1), comprising: 

a digital ad server which generates ad content (ad server 150, see Fig. 1 and col 5, lines 
14-16), and 

a digital splicer (encoder/mux 120, see Fig. 3) which receives a message (protocol 
message, see col 8, lines 10-15), the message being separate from generated ad content (the 
message must be separate from the ad content since either the ad or the cue command may be 
inserted, see col 5, lines 53-57), exfracts the attached command (see col 8, lines 25-28) and 
splices the command into a digital transport stream (see col 8, lines 29-34) including program 
content (see col 4, lines 46-53), the command being inserted separately from the program content 
in the digital transport sfream (the program content is put into the fransport sfream first, see col 4, 
lines 46-55, and then the command is inserted, see col 8, lines 10-15 and col 7, lines 66-67, i.e., 
the command being inserted separately from the program content in the digital transport stream). 

Safadi does not specifically disclose an ad server generating ad content and a message 
being separate from generated ad content. 

In an analogous art, Ridderheim discloses ad server (cenfral broadcast station 2, see Fig. 
1) generating ad content (see col7, line 65 - col 8, line 8), and a message being separate from 
generated ad content (see col 10, lines 39-43). 

It would have been obvious for a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Safadi's system to include ad server generating ad content and a message 
being separate from generated ad content, as disclosed by Ridderheim, for the advantage of 
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allowing the message to be sent at a time different from the ad content, while preserving frame 
accuracy. 

Regarding claim 9, Safadi in view of Ridderheim discloses a command spliced into the 
digital transport stream on a frame accurate basis (see Ridderheim, col 10, lines 43-44). 

It would have been obvious for a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Safadi 's system to include a command spliced into the digital transport 
sfream on a frame accurate basis, as disclosed by Ridderheim, for the advantage of maintaining 
time synchronization between the control signal and the media data that it refers to. 

5. Claims 2-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Safadi 
(previously cited) in view of Ridderheim (previously cited), as applied to claim 1 above, and 
fiirther in view of Eldering et al. (US20020 178445, hereinafter Eldering). 

Regarding claim 2, Safadi in view of Ridderheim does not specifically disclose a message 
which is in a DVS380 compliant format. 

In an analogous art, Eldering discloses a message which is in a DVS380 compliant 
format (see Eldering, [0060]). 

It would have been obvious for a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the system of Safadi in view of Ridderheim to include a message which is in 
a DVS380 compliant format, as disclosed by Eldering, for the advantage of providing an 
efficient system for advertising insertion using a well-known and accepted protocol. 
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Regarding claim 3, Safadi in view of Ridderheim, and further in view of Eldering 
discloses a DVS380 compliant message including at least one descriptor (inherent that a 
descriptor is included since descriptors are part of the standard format of a DVS 380 message, 
see Eldering, [0060]). 

Regarding claim 4, Safadi in view of Ridderheim, and further in view of Eldering 
discloses a DVS380 splice request message (inherent that a splice request message is included 
since splice request messages are part of the standard format of the DVS 380 splicing technique, 
see Eldering, [0060]). 

6. Claims 5-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Safadi 
(previously cited) in view of Ridderheim (previously cited) and Eldering (previously cited) , as 
applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of Applicant's conceded prior art. 

Regarding claims 5-6, Safadi in view of Ridderheim and Eldering fails to specifically 
disclose that the descriptor includes a field for inserting various commands, more than one 
command and time indications as recited in the claims. 

However, Applicant's admitted prior art at page 10 paragraphs 21 and 22 of the 
specification describe inserting commands in digital transmission systems. Although applicant 
indicated that the process "was not robust" it is a clear indication that the process of inserting 
digital commands in digital transmission systems was well known in the art. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify the system of Safadi in view of Ridderheim and Eldering (if 
necessary) to include inserting various commands in the descriptor or other fields of a digital 
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signal, as taught by applicant's conceded prior art, for the widely accepted benefit of 
commanding set top receivers to provide one or more particular advertisements from a plurality 
of advertisements. 

7. Claims 7-8 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Safadi 
(previously cited) in view of Ridderheim (previously cited), as applied to claim 1 above, and 
further in view of Applicant's conceded prior art. 

Regarding claims 7-8 and 10, Safadi in view of Ridderheim fails to specifically disclose a 
message in DVS380 format, or commands provided in a descriptor field. 

However, Applicant's admitted prior art at page 10 paragraphs 21 and 22 of the 
specification describe inserting commands in digital transmission systems. Although applicant 
indicated that the process "was not robust" it is a clear indication that the process of inserting 
digital commands in digital transmission systems was well known in the art. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify the system of Safadi in view of Ridderheim (if necessary) to 
include a message in DVS380 format, or commands provided in a descriptor field, as taught by 
applicant's conceded prior art, for the widely accepted benefit of commanding set top receivers 
to provide one or more particular advertisements from a plurality of advertisements. 
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Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, TfflS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi-om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated fi-om the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS fi-om the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHENEA P. SMITH whose telephone number is (571)272-9524. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 7:30 am - 5:00 pm, EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Grant can be reached on (571) 272-7294. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published appUcations 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Son P Huynh/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2623 

/Chenea P. Smith/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2623 



